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PART 1:    

Journal Name:  Ophthalmology Research: An International Journal   
Manuscript Number: Ms_OR_26503 

Title of the Manuscript:  Comparison between ultrasonic pachymetry and the scheimpflug based pentacam for 

assessment of central corneal thickness in myopic persons of Indian Sikh origin. 

New title: Comparison between Ultrasonic Pachymetry and the Scheimpflug based Pentacam for 

assessment of central corneal thickness in myopic persons of Indian Sikh origin 

Type of  Article: 
Original Research Article 

 

 

 

  

PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

1. Reference 1 is missing 

2. Clearly stating that the Pentacam CCT mentioned is at pupil center not apex 

neither thinnest point 

3. Thorough spelling, grammar and style revision 

1. Reference 1 has been mentioned. 

2. Pentacam CCT measurement has been taken from the thinnest cornea. It has been 

corrected in the text as thinnest cornea. 

3. Corrected. 

 


